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Sir, — As  a  subscriber,  for  many  years,  to  your  Journal,  I 
might  reasonably  have  calculated  on  a  space  therein,  to  express 
myself  on  the  subject  of  Irish  National  Education,  though  assum- 
ing thereby  an  attitude  of  direct  antagonism  to  the  altered  senti- 
ments which  you  have  of  late  adopted  thereon,  and  which,  from 
day  to  day,  you  so  strongly  urge  on  the  Protestant  public.  I 
am  constrained,  however,  to  write  with  a  fulness  which  must 
exclude  me  from  your  columns ;  and,  as  a  landlord  deeply  inte- 
rested in  the  education  of  the  children  of  my  tenantry,  I  am  not 
sorry  to  be  thus  necessitated  to  appear  before  my  class  in  a  less 
ephemeral  character  than  that  of  a  newspaper  correspondent. 
Your  leading  article  of  Friday,  the  6th  January,  having  induced  in 
my  mind  the  most  serious  reconsideration  of  this  important  sub- 
ject, in  its  essential  bearings,  it  appears  to  me  very  right  that 
my  address  should  be  to  you,  in  this  public  exposition  of  my 
sentiments. 

Alluding  to  the  body  to  which  I  belong,  you  say,  "  If  a  boy 
came  to  him  [the  patron  of  the  school],  the  son  of  one  of  his 
tenants,  say,  telling  him  that  he  was  most  anxious  to  be  educated 
in  his  school,  bat  that  he  was  taught  by  his  parents  to  believe 
that,  if  he  read  the  Protestant  Bible,  his  soul  would  be  lost,  and 
begging  that  he  might  be  permitted  to  enjoy  the  benefits  of  the 
school,  without  that  condition,  would  the  patron  reject  him?  We 
do  not  believe  there  are  ten  landlords  of  any  creed  in  Ireland 
who  would  do  so." 

It  so  happened  that,  at  the  very  time  that  this  passage  met  my 
eye,  there  was  lying  on  my  table  an  advertisement,  framed  by 
me,  for  a  master  and  mistress  of  a  school  on  my  property,  "  to 
be  conducted  on  the  Scriptural  principle  of  the  Church  Educa- 
tion Society,"  which,  you  well  know,  is,  that  the  eye  of  every 


child  admitted  into  the  school,  who  is  able  to  read,  should  come 
in  contact  with  the  Word  of  God  during  a  portion  of  every  day; 
in  other  words,  that  the  tree  of  life  should  occupy  its  divinely 
appointed  place  therein  by  the  side  of  the  tree  of  knowledge. 
You  may  suppose  that,  on  reading  your  article,  I  looked  twice 
at  my  advertisement,  before  sending  it  forth  for  insertion.  I 
have  since  issued  it,  feeling  myself  entrenched  in  a  citadel,  which 
could  well  withstand  all  the  elaborate  arguments,  bold  asser- 
tion, and,  allow  me  to  add,  presumptuous  denunciation,  which 
you  bring  to  bear  against  it.  I  conceive,  sir,  that  you  must 
produce  stronger  arguments,  and  exhibit  more  conclusive  reasons 
for  your  change  of  sentiment  and  conduct,  than  your  columns 
have  as  yet  supplied,  before  you  can  so  dislodge  the  Bible- 
honouring  Irish  landlord — the  Bible-loving  antagonist  of  the 
Bible-hating  priest  of  Rome — from  the  rock  on  which  his  foot 
rests,  as  to  leave  to  me,  as  a  still  continuing  upholder  of  the  prin- 
ciple which  you  combat,  but  nine  (if,  indeed,  in  your  opinion,  even 
nine)  associates  among  all  of  my  class  in  Ireland.  I  trust  that, 
for  the  glory  of  God,  more  than  for  any  reason  terminating  with 
myself,  I  may  enjoy  a  far  more  extended  companionship  within 
a  wider  circle  than  that  which  you  have  drawn  around  me;  and 
that,  appealing  from  the  editor  of  The  Daily  Express  to  my 
Christian  brethren  among  the  landlords  of  Ireland,  I  may  be 
able  to  satisfy  them  that  a  firm,  unflinching  position  within  that 
circle  does  not  involve  the  narrow-minded  bigotry  and  implied 
stolidity  which  you  so  contemptuously  award  to  it. 

Converts  to  your  arguments,  and  followers  of  you  in  your 
altered  course  from  among  the  high  Protestants  and  Evangelicals 
of  Ireland,  may  give  in  their  adhesion  to  your  published  views ; 
but  the  reasons  adduced  by  them  can  but  little  concern  me.  I 
may  be  far  behind  the  point  of  progress  to  which  the  onward 
spirit  of  the  age  has  carried  many  around  me ;  but  I  am  satisfied 
with  my  standing,  provided  it  leave  me  far  enough  behind  the 
advanced  position  of  the  present  day,  to  find  myself  sitting  at 
the  feet  of  "  holy  men  of  God"  of  old,  who  were  inspired  to 
place  on  record  principles  which  were  to  bind  man's  conscience 
in  all  ages,  leaving  him  under  a  fearful  responsibility  in  the 
rejection  of  them.  That  such  responsibility  would  be  incurred 
by  any  one  identifying  himself  with  the  Irish  National  System  of 
Education,  under  any  modification  of  its  "  Rules  and  Regula- 
tions," or  anything  short  of  the  subversion  of  the  foundation  on 
which  it  rests,  is  what  1  have  now  taken  in  hand  to  establish. 

In  handling  my  subject,  I  must  make  short  work  with  your 
suggested  modifications  of  "  Rules  and  Regulations."  I  must 
crave  permission  to  put  them  altogether  out  of  view,  in  seeking 


to  resolve  my  right  position,  in  the  sight  of  God,  toward  the 
System  in  question.  If  that  System  be  weighed  in  the  balance  of 
the  Sanctuary,  and  be  found,  in  its  original  constitution,  radically 
and  essentially  wanting  in  Christian  principle,  I  cannot  allow  my 
thoughts  to  be  directed  from  the  sole  point  which  is  to  rule  my 
conscience  and  regulate  my  course,  into  the  department  of  Rules 
and  Regulations,  there  to  bewilder  myself  with  the  consideration 
of  how  far  those  which  are  objectionable  might  be  modified  or 
replaced  by  others,  the  curative  process,  the  while,  leaving  the 
System  unaltered  in  that  particular  point,  which  it  shall  be  my 
aim,  in  this  letter,  to  prove  must  ever  place  the  Irish  National 
System  of  Education  out  of  the  sphere  of  God's  favour  and 
blessing,  however  a  godless  State  or  a  deteriorated  Protestantism 
may  smile  on  it  and  patronize  it.  In  the  adoption  of  this  course, 
I  shall  save  myself  a  vast  amount  of  unavailing  labour  in  weary- 
ing-effort  to  distinguish  between  what  you  term  "  vital  principles 
and  minor  points — essentials  and  non-essentials — truth  and  its 
costumes — faith  and  phylacteries."  The  latter  members  of  your 
antitheses  cannot  intrude  on  the  sacred  ground  which  1  occupy; 
but  "  vital  principles,"  "  essentials,"  "  truth,"  and  "  faith,"  are  pre- 
sent with  me,  to  guide  me  in  my  honest,  prayerful  desire  to 
ascertain  what  is  right  before  God,  and  then,  with  His  aid  and 
blessing,  fearlessly  and  consistently  to  act  it  out  before  men. 

I  assume  that  I  may  demand  assent  to  the  axiom,  that  God,  as 
the  moral  Governor  of  the  universe,  is  not  so  dependent  on  the  aid 
of  any  of  His  creatures,  in  carrying  out  His  gracious  purposes 
toward  our  fallen  race,  as  to  make  it  justifiable  in  any  one  to 
commit  what  is  (or,  in  the  clear  light  of  His  Word,  ought  to  be 
recognised  as)  evil,  in  order  to  achieve  the  greatest  amount  of 
good.  Duty,  clearly  indicated  duty,  is  our's — consequences  are 
Gods ;  an  axiom  this,  which  I  cannot  but  think  has  not  been  kept 
in  view  by  you,  in  your  editorial  remarks,  nor  by  your  correspon- 
dents who  agree  with  you. 

In  order  to  evolve  what  duty  is  in  the  matter  in  hand,  it  seems 
to  me  only  necessary  to  consider  two  points:  first,  the  original, 
the  present,  and,  in  spite  of  all  the  modifications  which  can  be 
adopted,  the  stereotyped  aspect  of  the  System  toiuard  the  Church 
of  Rome  ;  secondly,  the  sin  and  aggravated  guilt  of  the  "  object- 
ing parent,"  as  estimated  in  the  light  of  God's  Word. 

The  latter  point  might,  indeed,  well  resolve  itself  into  an  in- 
tegral part  of  the  former,  the  objecting  parent  being,  to  all  intents 
and  purposes,  the  objecting  priest.  But,  since  you,  sir,  dignify 
the  parent's  objection,  by  presenting  it  to  your  readers  in  the 
very  partial  aspect  of  the  exercise  of  his  undoubted  constitutional 
right  as  a  British  subject,  and  as  you  represent  the  landlord  as 


grossly  invading  that  right,  who,  at  the  threshold  of  his  school, 
declines  to  admit  such  parent's  child,  I  deem  it  better  to  consider 
the  two  heads  apart. 

The  former,  I  conceive,  can  be  disposed  of  without  recourse 
to  argument.  It  is  but  needful  to  open  the  page  of  Irish  history, 
nearly  thirty  years  ago,  when  the  Romish  lay  and  ecclesiastical 
agitator,  flushed  with  the  victory  achieved  in  1829,  and  em- 
boldened by  the  successful  pressure  which  had  wrung  from  a 
Tory  government  the  political  emancipation  of  Popery,  stood 
forth  in  the  attitude  of  demand  for  further  concession.  A  British 
statesman  is  brought  into  official  contact  with  the  monster  excite- 
ment which  then  prevailed.  Intimidation  on  the  one  side  pro- 
duces, as  it  had  done  before,  conciliation  on  the  other.  A  book, 
the  object  of  the  deadly,  undying  hatred  of  the  Church  of  Rome, 
which  ministers  the  instrumentality  for  her  destruction,  and 
prophetically  records  her  fearful,  final  doom,  is  abroad,  on  its 
mission  of  love  and  mercy,  among  the  juvenile  masses  under  her 
sway.  Ireland,  at  that  time,  was  pervaded  by  a  system  of  educa- 
tion extending  to  thousands  of  her  Roman  Catholic  youth  the 
priceless  blessing  of  a  good  secular  education,  combined  with 
daily  imparted  Scriptural  instruction,  parents  alike  rejoicing  with 
their  children  in  possession  of  the  precious  boon.*     The  book 

*  In  1844,  Dr.  (now  Archdeacon)  Martin  published  a  pamphlet,  strongly  urging  on 
the  Irish  Clergy  the  expediency  of  adopting  the  National  System  of  Education,  on  the 
ground  of  its  having  become  "  a  legal  establishment."  Alluding  to  the  introduction  of 
this  system,  he  makes  the  following  remarkable  admission  : — 

"  The  natural  feeling  of  the  people  was  in  favour  of  hearing  God.  Opposition  to  this 
first  dictate  of  reason  and  common  sense  arose  only  from  the  priests,  the  sworn  vassals 
of  a  Government,  the  agents  of  an  apostacy,  authoritatively  declaring  that  the  universal 
reading  of  Scripture  would  do  more  harm  than  good."     Again — 

"  Scriptural  education  was  irresistibly  triumphant,  with  the  full  consent  and  good- 
will of  parents,  and  the  general  acquiescence  of  the  people,  and  only  against  the  inde- 
cisive and  mitigated  opposition  of  the  hierarchy  and  priesthood  of  Rome." 

A  report  of  the  Commissioners  of  Education  is  then  alluded  to  by  him,  which,  after 
detailing  the  u  amazing  success  of  Scriptural  schools,"  stated,  that  the  great  ameliora- 
tion in  the  education  of  the  Irish  peasantry,  then  in  progress,  could  perhaps  be  checked 
by  no  means  less  powerful  than  such  an  interference  on  the  part  of  the  State  as  would 
be  calculated  to  counteract  it.  "  Such  counteracting  interference,"  exclaims  Dr.  Martin, 
u  was  unhappily  exercised  in  1832." 

Yes;  Popery  must  be  roused  from  its  slumbers;  its  "  indecisive  and  mitigated  opposi- 
tion" to  Scriptural  education  must  be  stirred  up  into  active  hostility;  the  waters  of  life 
must  be  removed  from  the  lips  of  a  thirsting  peasantry ;  the  denunciations  of  the  altar 
must  bring  under  the  thraldom  of  the  priestly  interdict  "  the  general  acquiescence  of  the 
people,"  "  the  full  consent  and  good- will  of  the  parent,"  and  the  desire  of  the  child  after 
the  "sincere  milk  of  the  word  ;''  in  a  word,the  Scriptural  education  of  Ireland  must  be 
sacrificed  to  the  unaltered  and  unalterable  hatred  of  Popery  to  the  Scriptures  of  God  ; 
and  the  government  of  Protestant  England  are  the  agents  for  effecting  this,  by  (in  the 
words  of  Dr.  Martin)  "  the  establishment  of  the  National,  and  the  abandonment  of  the 
Scriptural  system,  and  that  upon  the  very  ground,  that  the  Roman  clergy  exerted  them- 
selves against  the  latter,  and  that  the  principles  of  the  Roman  Church— that  is,  of  its 
Clergy — were  totally  at  variance  with  its  principles  ! " 


in  question — and  that  book,  the  Book  of  books — the  Bible,  more 
odious  to  Popery  than  even  the  penal  bonds  which  had  kept  her 
votaries  in  political  slavery,  must  be  a  sealed  book  to  Roman 
Catholics  in  schools  frequented  by  them ;  and  the  same  strong 
arm  of  Parliament,  which  had  opened  the  door  of  civil  liberty  to 
the  parent,  must  be  put  in  requisition  to  bind  the  chains  of  spiri- 
tual thraldom  on  the  child.  The  Kildare-place  Society  must  be 
sacrificed ;  the  required  victim  is  laid  on  the  altar  of  expediency ; 
and  the  present  leader  of  the  Conservative  party  becomes  the 
immolating  priest.  Under  its  great  successor,  the  National 
System  of  Education,  Protestants  and  Romanists  are  invited  so 
far  to  merge  their  differences,  as  to  co-operate  with  Government 
in  the,  it  may  be,  benevolent,  but  assuredly,  the  infatuated  de- 
sign to  give  thereby  to  distracted  Ireland  the  blessings  of  a  united 
education.  Mr.  Pitt's  short-sighted  policy  in  the  establishment 
of  Maynooth,  in  order  to  rear  a  priesthood  loyal  to  the  English 
Crown,  has  not  more  sadly  nor  fully  developed  itself  in  Ireland's 
after  history,  than  has  the  equally  short-sighted  policy  of  the 
then  Lord  Stanley,  in  the  introduction  of  the  National  System, 
been  wofully  manifested  in  a  line  of  demarcation,  broader  and 
more  pronounced  than  ever,  now  existing  between  the  two  great 
sections  of  the  community. 

"  Associate  yourselves  and  ye  shall  be  broken  in  pieces ;  gird 
yourselves  and  ye  shall  be  broken  in  pieces ;  take  counsel  toge- 
ther, and  it  shall  come  to  nought ;  speak  the  word,  and  it  shall  not 
stand,  for  God  is  with  us!" — Isa.  viii.  9,  10. 

There  were  those  at  the  time  alluded  to,  who  had  foresight 
enough  to  reach  to  the  end  of  this  vain  design,  and  who  recog- 
nised the  appropriateness  of  the  prophets  language  thereto,  and 
to  themselves.  "  God  is  with  us  "  was  their  stronghold  then,  as 
"  God  is  with  us"  is  the  stronghold  now  of  myself,  and  of  more, 
I  trust,  sir,  than  "  ten  of  the  landlords  of  Ireland,"  who,  re- 
membering   that    God    "  MAGNIFIES    HIS    WORD   ABOVE    ALL    HIS 

name" — (Psalm  cxxxviii.  2),  cannot  connect  themselves  with  a 
System  which  can  never  be  purged,  by  any  extent  of  modifica- 
tion of  its  Rules  and  Regulations,  from  the  guilt  of  a  dishonoured 
Bible.  There  are  many  in  our  country,  I  trust,  beside  myself, 
whose  prayerful  contact  with  an  honoured  Bible  enables  them,  so- 
berly and  intelligently,  to  take  up  the  language  immediately 
following  the  above  quotation  from  Isaiah,  and  truly  to  utter 
concerning  this  System — "  The  Lord  spake  thus  to  me  with  a 
strong  hand,  and  instructed  me,  that  I  should  not  w7alk  in  the 
way  of  this  people." 

With  specially  solemnised  feelings,  I  now  approach  the  second 
most  important  ground  of  my  opposition  to  the  National  System 
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of  Education — the  guilt,  the  aggravated  guilt  of  the  "  objecting 
parent,"  in  an  act  of  direct  contempt  of,  and  rebellion  against, 
the  clearly  intimated  will  of  God.  If  this  be  proved  to  be  the 
veritable,  unmistakable  condition  of  the  man  who,  from  any  cause 
whatever,  places  his  parental  authority  between  his  child  and 
the  Word  of  God,  then,  on  the  principle  of  the  axiom  which 
I  have  above  tendered  to  you  for  acceptance,  I  cannot,  to 
secure  any  amount  of  supposable  good,  or  to  avert  any  amount 
of  supposable  evil  to  the  child,  identify  myself  in  any  way  with, 
but  must  assume  an  attitude  of  solemn  protest  against,  a  System 

Which  TAKES  UP  THE  SIN  OF  THE  PARENT,  AND  SANCTIONS  AND 
ENCOURAGES  HIM  IN  HIS  GUILT. 

In  seeking  to  place  the  "  objecting  parent"  in  his  right  relation 
to  God,  however  he  may  entrench  himself  behind  a  constitutional 
right,  which  none  are  at  liberty  to  invade,  I  would  earnestly 
desire  to  approach  my  subject  in  the  spirit  which  dictated  the 
Psalmist's  resolve  in  Psalm  lxxxv.  8 — "  I  will  hear  what  God  the 
Lord  will  speak ;"  and,  fortified  as  I  feel  myself  to  be  by  the  right 
apprehension  of  His  mind  and  will  on  this  important  question,  I 
deem  myself  warranted,  without  presumption,  to  send  forth  that 
solemn,  humiliating  word  of  the  apostle,  to  demand  a  hearing 
in  the  midst  of  all  the  arguments  resorted  to — "  Let  God  be  true : 
but  every  man  a  liar." 

On  no  point,  I  conceive,  is  the  mind  of  God  more  explicitly 
communicated  to  us,  than  on  the  bounden  duty  of  the  parent  to 
have  his  child's  mind  informed  of  what  God  has  vouchsafed  to 
reveal  of  His  "  wondrous  doings  among  the  children  of  men." 
Let  us  turn  to  those  Old  Testament  Scriptures,  which  Paul  tells 
us  were  "written  for  our  learning;"  "written  for  our  admoni- 
tion upon  whom  the  ends  of  the  world  are  come ; "  "  given  by 
inspiration  of  God,  and  profitable  for  doctrine,  for  reproof,  for 
correction,  and  for  instruction  in  righteousness ;"  and  there  we 
shall  find  that  it  was  the  design  of  God,  that  His  memorials  of 
redeeming,  delivering  mercy  to  His  ancient  people,  should  be 
conserved  in  successive  generations,  to  secure  their  gratitude  and 
obedience ;  and  the  Israelitish  parent,  loyal  to  the  command  of 
his  heavenly  Sovereign,  was  singled  out  to  be  the  honoured  in- 
strument to  perpetuate  such  memorial ;  and  his  children  were  to 
hear  from  his  lips  what,  when  parents  themselves,  they  were  to 
deliver  to  their  offspring,  according  to  that  word  in  Psalm  lxxviii. 
5-8:  "  He  established  a  testimony  in  Jacob,  and  appointed  a  law 
in  Israel,  which  he  commanded  our  fathers  that  they  should 
make  them  known  to  their  children,  that  the  generation  to  come 
mi^ht  know  them,  even  the  children  which  should  be  born, 
which  should  arise  and  declare  them  to  their  children,  that  they 


might  set  their  hope  in  God,  and  not  forget  the  works  of  God; 
but  keep  His  commandments.1'  The  recollection  of  Israel's  first 
experience  of  a  redeeming  God,  in  the  security  of  their  blood- 
sprinkled  houses,  was  effected  by  placing  on  the  conscience  of 
the  parent  an  injunction,  with  as  binding  and  authoritative  a 
"  shall  "  as  any  which  ushered  in  the  Commandments  of  Sinai — 
"  Ye  shall  observe  this  thing  for  an  ordinance  to  thee  and  to 
thy  sons  for  ever;  and  it  shall  come  to  pass  when  ye  be  come 
to  the  land  which  the  Lord  will  give  you,  that  ye  shall  keep  this 
service;  and  it  shall  come  to  pass,  when  your  children  shall  say 
unto  you,  '  What  mean  ye  by  this  service?'  that  ye  shall  say, 
'  It  is  the  sacrifice  of  the  Lord's  passover,' "  &c.  (Exod.  xii.  2i- 
27).  Would  that  there  were  among  us  more  of  that  reverend 
submission  with  which  Israel  accepted  this  first  intimation  of 
Jehovah's  mind  to  them,  as  to  the  reciprocal  duties  of  parent  and 
child,  touching  what  concerned  Himself!  for  it  is  recorded — 
"  The  people  bowed  the  head,  and  worshipped."  Again,  the 
parent  was  to  be  the  interpreter  to  his  child  of  the  Lord's  design, 
in  the  exclusion  of  leaven  from  the  bread  eaten  with  the  Paschal 
Lamb — "  And  thou  shalt  show  thy  son,  in  that  day,  saying, 
This  is  done  because  of  that  which  the  Lord  did  unto  me  when  I 
came  out  of  Egypt."  Equally  so,  on  the  sanctification  of  the 
first-born — "  When  thy  son  asketh  thee  in  time  to  come,  saying, 
What  is  this?  that  thou  shalt  say  unto  him,  By  strength  of 
hand  the  Lord  brought  me  out  from  Egypt"  (Exod.  xiii.  8,  14). 
Again,  when  on  the  plains  of  Moab,  in  the  last  year  of  Israels 
wanderings,  the  aggregate  host  was  arrested  by  that  solemn 
summons,  *'  Hear,  O  Israel,  the  statutes  and  commandments 
which  I  command  thee,"  the  parent  was  marked  out  from  the 
rest  for  special  injunction — "  Thou  shalt  teach  them  dili- 
gently thy  children  ;"  and  in  the  same  chapter — "  When  thy 
son  asketh  thee,  in  times  to  come,  What  mean  the  testimonies, 
and  the  statutes,  and  the  judgments  which  the  Lord  our  God 
commanded  you?  then  thou  shalt  say  unto  thy  son,  We 
were  Pharoah's  bondmen,  and  the  Lord  brought  us  out,"  &c. 
(Deut.  vi.  2,  3,  7,  20,  25).  Once  more,  when  Israel  had  "  clean 
passed  over  Jordan,"  and,  under  Divine  direction,  had  deposited 
twelve  stones  out  of  its  midway  bed,  on  their  "first  encampment, 
at  Gilgal,  the  solemn  injunction  sounds,  for  the  fifth  time,  on  the 
Jewish  parent's  ear — "  When  your  children  shall  ask  their  fathers, 
in  time  to  come,  saying — What  mean  these  stones?  then  you 
shall  let  your  children  know,  saying — Israel  came  over  this 
ford,"  &c.  (Josh.iv.) 

In  your  leading  article  to  which  I  have  alluded,  you  quote, 
as  a  rule  of  the  National  Board — "  Patrons  are  not  to  use  any 
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means,  directly  or  indirectly,  to  induce  children  to  attend  any 
religious  instruction,  contrary  to  the  wishes  of  their  parents  or 
guardians.  The  Commissioners  will  regard  such  interference  as 
opposed  to  the  whole  spirit  of  the  System  of  National  Education." 
Then  you  add — "  So  far  we  go  entirely  with  the  National  Board." 
You  will  allow  me,  sir,  to  test  this  sentiment  by  my  quotations 
from  "  the  oracles  of  God."  They  present  themselves  to  you,  as 
you  have  seen,  with  apostolic  endorsement,  and  thus  rule  the 
conscience  of  the  Christian  no  less  authoritatively  than  they  did 
that  of  the  Jew  of  old,  with  this,  if  possible,  stronger  obligation 
on  the  former,  that  he  has  tidings  for  his  child  of  Redemption, 
in  all  the  glorious  fulness  of  the  term,  while  the  latter  could 
only  tell  of  deliverances  which  dimly  shadowed  forth  that  re- 
demption. The  will  of  God,  as  made  known  in  those  passages, 
finds  its  full  echo  in  the  New  Testament  commandment — "  Ye 
fathers,  bring  up  your  children  in  the  nurture  and  admonition  of 
the  Lord" — a  commandment  as  obligatory  as  that  in  juxtaposi- 
tion with  it — "  Children  obey  your  parents  in  the  Lord,  for  this 
is  right;  honour  thy  father  and  mother"  (Eph.  vi.  1-4).  It  is 
very  much  to  my  purpose  to  notice  the  position  of  these  two 
commandments,  connected,  as  they  are,  by  the  particle  "  and? 
Is  the  parent  to  be  honoured  by  the  obedient  child,  no  less  is 
God  to  be  honoured  by  the  obedient  parent — "  What  God  hath 
joined  together  let  not  man  put  asunder."  Let  not  the  parent 
think  that,  with  the  Divine  sanction,  he  can  be  honoured  by  the 
obedience  of  his  child,  while  exacting  from  him  that  wherein  he 
himself  dishonours  God.  If  the  child  is  to  obey,  it  is  "  in  the 
Lord."  The  passage  designates  this  as  right  obedience.  God's 
Word  dignifies  no  other  obedience  with  the  title  of  honour.  But 
man,  in  his  wisdom,  thinks  otherwise.  But  that  word  again 
meets  him,  to  humble  him — "  Let  God  be  true,  and  every  man 
a  liar."  It  is  truly  lamentable,  it  is  awful,  to  hear  the  language  used 
on  this  subject — used,  not  by  avowed  foes,  but  by  some  enjoying 
the  high  regard  and  esteem  of  the  Church  of  God.  Let  a  clerical 
voice  be  heard  on  this  subject,  from  a  pamphlet  published  some 
years  ago,  and  now  echoed  in  substance  by  many.  "  Important, 
as  it  doubtless  is,  that  children  should,  from  an  early  age,  know 
the  Scriptures,  yet  if  they  may  seek  and  find  salvation  in  a  church 
which  restricts  their  use,  we  cannot  feel  justified  in  releasing 
them  from  that  restriction,  at  the  expense  of  cutting  that  tender, 
sacred  tie  which  binds  the  child  in  obedience  to  the  parent. 
\  Honour  thy  father  and  thy  mother '  is  the  language  of  those 
very  Scriptures  themselves.  Let  there  be  no  tampering  with 
filial  piety ;  and  let  not  those  who  justly  blame  the  Romanists  for 
omitting  the  second  commandment  in  their  Catechisms  provoke 
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the  keen  retort,  that  they  ought  to  expunge  the  fifth  command- 
ment from  the  Scriptures  which  they  teach." 

I  am  willing  to  find  the  condemnation  of  my  sentiments  in  a 
pamphlet,  where,  in  addition  to  the  above,  on  the  same  page 
from  which  I  have  quoted,  I  read  the  following: — "  If  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  religion  be,  as  some  wrould  seem  to  argue,  a  system 
of  unmingled  evil — if  it  be  an  apostasy  from  God,  and  that  to 
belong  to  that  communion  imply,  at  least,  the  imminent  peril  of 
the  soul — why,  in  that  case,  one  would  venture  to  the  very  verge 
of  what  was  absolutely  unlawful  to  rescue  brands  out  of  this 
burning.  But,  u  if  we  take  a  milder  view  of  the  errors  of  that 
system,  &c,  &c."  Believing,  as  I  do,  that  the  religion  of  Rome  is 
"  an  apostasy  from  God,"  that  "  communion  with  it  does  imply 
imminent  peril  to  the  soul,"  I  feel  that,  "  to  rescue  brands  out  of 
this  burning,"  I  am,  in  the  course  I  take  in  this  letter,  not  "  ven- 
turing to  the  verge  of  what  is  absolutely  unlawful,"  but  that  I 
occupy  ground  which,  as  a  witness  to  the  truth  of  God,  it  would 
be  "  unlawful"  in  me  to  abandon. 

It  is  written  in  Lev.  xix.  17,  "  Thou  shalt  in  anywise  rebuke 
thy  neighbour,  and  not  suffer  sin  upon  him."  Can  the  interven- 
tion of  any  arrangement  of  man  legitimately  prevent  this  com- 
mand from  duly  influencing  my  conscience  and  conduct?  If 
not,  I  approach  the  parent,  divinely  commissioned  to  administer 
rebuke  and  remonstrance  for  the  contempt  of  God's  Word,  and 
rebellion  against  His  will,  which  has  induced  his  "objection;" 
and,  having  done  so,  I  turn  to  his  child ;  and  I  am  at  a  loss  to 
recognise  anything  in  the  nonage  of  the  responsible  immortal 
being  before  me  to  deprive  me  of  my  warrant,  or  exempt  me 
from  the  duty,  to  adopt  the  same  faithful  course  with  him; 
pointing  out  to  him,  that  if  it  be  sin  (as  I  have  proved  it  to  be) 
in  his  parent,  to  withhold  God's  Word  from  him,  he  cannot  him- 
self, without  sin,  submit  to  the  parental  restraint  in  this  respect 
imposed  upon  him.  Is  this  the  "  tampering  with  filial  piety," 
the  "  holding  out  of  temporal  lures  to  parents  to  go  against  their 
consciences,  in  sending  their  children  to  scriptural  schools,"  which; 
in  the  clerical  tract  alluded  to,  is  imputed  to  him  who  thus  would 
not  "  suffer  sin  upon  his  neighbour,"  be  he  parent  or  child?  In 
this  letter  I  have  proposed  no  other  interference  nor  inducement, 
as,  during  more  than  twenty-one  years  as  a  landlord,  I  have 
resorted  to  no  other  than,  as  occasion  offered,  to  lay  the  pressure 
of  God's  command  on  the  conscience,  and  to  present  the  appeal 
of  His  love  to  the  heart. 

I  have  dealt  sufficiently  with  the  case  of  the  parent,  and  I  may 
here  profitably  direct  attention  to  the  deeply  interesting  attitude 
of  the  child,  in  the  passages  which  I  have  above  quoted  from 
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Jewish  history.  The  claim  of  God  on  the  conscience  and  heart 
of  the  child,  and  the  indication  of  His  mind  and  will  concerning 
his  bearing  toward  the  memorials  of  His  doings  in  Israel,  have 
an  equal  prominence  in  the  child's  case  as  in  that  of  the  parent. 
A  spirit  of  inquiry  in  the  former  is  supposed,  in  every  age  of  the 
Jewish  Church,  to  originate  the  duty  imposed  on  the  latter.  The 
information  given  is  the  response  of  parental  faithfulness  to  his 
child's  inquisitiveness  about  the  things  of  God.  O,  how  sad  and 
miserable  the  contrast  to  all  this,  which  Ireland  witnesses  in  the 
principle  and  practical  working  of  her  National  System  of  Edu- 
cation, avowedly  in  all  its  schools  in  loco  parentis  to  a  peasantry, 
generally  incapacitated,  by  providential  hindrances,  from  acting, 
even  if  so  inclined,  the  divinely-appointed  part  of  the  intelligent 
and  instructed  Israelitish  parent !  Behold  the  priest-ridden  Ro- 
manist, manufactured  into  "  the  objecting  parent;"  the  objection 
of  the  parent  excluding  the  possibility  of  such  an  approach  to 
him  by  his  offspring  as  that  which  was  wont  to  cheer  the  fathers 
heart  among  the  ancient  people  of  God,  guiltily  debarring  him, 
as  he  does,  the  only  means  whereby  this  holy  aspiration  after  the 
knowledge  of  divine  things  could  be  generated  in  his  youthful 
mind. 

And  is  this,  sir,  what  meets  with  your  editorial  imprimatur? 
I  have  already  quoted  your  words,  "  So  far  we  go  entirely  with 
the  National  Board."  How  far  ?  Even  to  the  adoption  of  the 
Rule  which  denounces  "  the  patron  who  shall  use  any  means,  di- 
rectly or  indirectly,  to  induce  children  to  attend  any  religious 
instruction,  contrary  to  the  washes  of  their  parents  or  guardians." 
And  this  you  proclaim  to  be  "  in  perfect  accordance  with  the 
spirit  of  Christianity,  with  the  teaching  of  Scripture,  and  with 
the  principles  of  Protestantism."  After  what  I  have  written,  you 
will  not  be  surprised  if  I  protest  against  such  Protestantism — if  I 
venture  to  unchristianise  such  Christianity. 

Having  never  to  my  knowledge  seen  the  ground  which  I 
occupy  in  the  above  remarks  reasoned  upon,  as  the  basis  of  anta- 
gonism to  the  National  System  of  Education,  I  have  dealt  thus 
at  length  with  it ;  and  I  cannot  leave  this  part  of  my  subject 
without  strengthening  my  position  of  protest,  by  superadding  to 
the  proved  sin  of  disobedience  to  the  direct  command  of  God, 
the  awful  fact  of  the  abstraction  from  the  parent  by  the  priest, 
and  from  the  child  by  the  "  objecting  parent,"  of  the  sole  means 
of  attaining  to  that  knowledge  of  "  the  only  true  God  and  Jesus 
Christ,"  wherein  alone  consists  "life  eternal"  (John,  xvii.  3). 
"  Then  cometh  the  devil,  and  taketh  away  the  word  out  of  their 
hearts,  lest  they  should  believe  and  be  saved"  (Luke,  viii.  12). 
Hence  it  appears  that  Satan  knows,  that  "  faith  cometh  by  hear- 
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ing,  and  hearing  by  the  Word  of  God"  (Rom.  x.  17),  and  that 
salvation  comes  by  believing.  Truly,  then,  may  he  be  considered 
the  emissary  of  Satan  on  earth,  be  he  priest  or  be  he  parent, 
who,  walking  in  the  steps  of  his  great  master  in  the  parable, 
presumes  to  interfere  with,  or  to  thwart  the  design  of,  the  gra- 
cious Sower,  to  lodge  "  the  seed  which  is  the  Word  of  God"  in 
the  soil  of  the  human  heart. 

How  unspeakably  important  the  deposit  in  every  heart  of  that 
"  incorruptible  seed,"  which,  Peter  tells  us,  is  the  germ  of  the 
new  birth,  as  it  is  the  nourishment  of  the  life  of  "  new-born" 
souls  (1  Pet.  i.  23;  ii.  2) — of  that  "word  of  truth,"  whereby 
James  says,  we  are  "  begotten  again  "  (James,  i.  18) — of  that 
"  Gospel,"  by  which,  as  the  instrument,  Paul  informs  us,  that 
Corinthian  sinners  (the  very  vilest  of  the  human  race,  1  Cor.  vi. 
1 1)  were  "  begotten  "  into  the  family  of  God  (1  Cor.  iv.  15). 

It  is  as  much  an  ordinance  of  God  in  redemption,  that  His 
vivifying,  fructifying  Spirit  should  find  a  deposit  of  God's  Word 
in  human  hearts,  to  act  on,  as  that,  in  creation,  His  glorious  sun 
should  shed  its  beams  on  an  earth  pre-occupied  by  the  seed.  Sup- 
pose we,  in  the  latter  case,  the  possibility  of  an  ordinance  of  man 
taking  effect,  fully  and  systematically  to  exclude  from  the  soil  of 
earth  every  germ  of  growth,  then,  for  all  the  purposes  of  vege- 
table life,  would  that  luminary  present  itself  to  our  world  a  use- 
less, though  still  a  beauteous  object  in  its  daily  course.  Yet 
what  cannot  be  supposed  in  nature,  and  what  would  not,  if 
supposable,  be  for  a  moment  tolerated  by  reasonable  man, 
is  endured  and  submitted  to  by  millions  of  our  race,  and  sanc- 
tioned, supported,  and  systematised  by  the  governments  of  earth, 
not  excepting  that  of  Protestant  England,  in  matters  not  refer- 
able to  the  perishing  interests  of  time,  but  to  those  which  reach 
onward  to  eternity.  Even  thus,  cut  off  the  sinner's  access  to 
that  Word  which  presents  God  in  Christ  (2  Cor.  v.  19),  as  the 
object  of  his  faith  and  the  foundation  of  his  hope,  and  you  take 
away  the  only  instrument  whereby,  in  the  economy  of  redemp- 
tion, the  Spirit  of  God  can  act  savingly  or  sanctifyingly  on  the 
mind  or  heart.  That  Spirit's  appointed  office  is  not  to  speak  "  of 
or  from  himself,"  but  to  glorify  Christ,  by  taking  of  the  things 
of  Him,  and  showing  them  to  us  (John,  xvi.  13,  14) ;  but  let  the 
influence  of  priest  over  parent,  or  of  parent  over  child,  avail  to 
bar  access  to  that  only  Book  which  tells  of  the  things  of  Christ, 
then  such  parent  or  child,  as  regards  the  Holy  Spirit,  as  the  agent 
in  the  soul's  new  creation,  stands  as  in  the  relation  of  the  unsown 
earth  to  the  sun  which  shines  above  it.  O,  how  indescribably  guilty 
the  man,  how  satanic  his  sin,  who  dares  to  close  the  eye  or  ear  of  any 
against  that  "  story  of  peace,"  which  tells  of  that  "  Anointed  "One, 
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whose  mission  to  earth  was  "  to  preach  glad  tidings  to  the  meek, 
to  bind  up  the  broken-hearted,  to  proclaim  liberty  to  the  captives, 
and  the  opening  of  the  prison  to  them  that  are  bound"  (Isa. 
lxi.  1;  Luke,  iv.  17,  18). 

Such  sentiments  as  these,  sir,  may  confer  on  me  the  honor  of 
being  ranked  in  your  "  third  class,"  "  who,"  you  say,  "  have  an 
extreme,  if  not  morbid,  conscience,  which  leads  them  to  exagge- 
rate the  importance  of  matters  that  are  in  themselves  minute 
and  trivial,  which  the  Scripture  calls  straining  at  a  gnat?  If 
considerately  placed  by  you  in  this  category,  you  reckon  me  not 
among  "  hypocrites  or  pharisees,  but  sincere  and  truthful  men, 
whose  earnest  desire  is  to  maintain  a  conscience  void  of  offence 
toward  God."  You  then  proceed  in  a  strain  of  irony,  border- 
ing on  contempt.  You  would  "  treat  such  scrupulous  minds 
with  all  possible  consideration  ;  their  Christianity  is  true,  though 
nervous,  and  affected  with  palpitation  of  the  heart — infirmi- 
ties which  may  be  cured  by  a  better  regimen."  Yes,  sir,  my 
heart  has  not  been  unaffected,  as  have  passed  in  review  before  me 
the  National  System,  as  unmasked  in  the  light  of  Gods  Word — 
the  bearing  of  Britain,  through  its  Parliament,  towards  it — and, 
let  me  add,  the  efforts  of  our  Protestantism  to  shift  the  Church 
of  Christ  from  its  ground  of  protest  against  it.  My  heart  has 
sunk  within  me,  while  evolving  from  that  which  is  "  noted  in  the 
Scripture  of  truth"  (Dan.  x.  21),  the  enormous  guilt  of  Ireland, 
and  of  England  in  relation  toward  her,  in  this  respect.  "  Shall 
not  I  visit  for  these  things,  and  shall  not  my  soul  be  avenged  on 
such  a  nation  as  this  ?  A  wonderful  and  horrible  thing  is  com- 
mitted in  the  land;  the  prophets  prophesy  falsely,  and  the 
priests  bear  rule  by  their  means,  and  my  people  love  to  have  it 
so;  and  what  will  ye  do  in  the  end  thereof  ?"  (Jer.  v.  29-34).  Let 
the  dishonoured  Bible  give  its  answer:  "They  shall  say  to  the 
mountains  and  the  rocks,  Fall  on  us,  and  hide  us  from  the  face  of 
Him  that  sitteth  on  the  throne,  and  from  the  wrath  of  the  Lamb" 
(Rev.  vi.  15,  16) ;  yes,  of  that  Lamb,  the  precious  revelation 
of  whose  dying  love  and  atoning  sacrifice  has  been  arrested 
on  its  mission  of  mercy  to  perishing  millions,  and  the  sacrilegious 
arm  of  priest  and  priest-ridden  parent,  which  would  thus  arrest 
it,  nerved  and  strengthened  by  the  sanction  and  support  of  the 
legislature  of  our  country.  Let  those  who  have  access  to  this 
proscribed  volume  look  at  the  solemn  passage  just  quoted,  and 
there,  in  the  van  of  those  vainly  seeking  to  escape  a  merited 
doom,  are  "  kings  of  the  earth  and  great  men."  Let  our 
Government,  let  our  legislators  ponder  this ! 

But  God  has  His  own  Church  in  the  midst  of  the  wreck  and 
ruin  of  things;  and  a  word  reaches  their  ears,  and  influences 
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their  actions:  "  Come  out  from  among  them,  and  be  ye  separate, 
saith  the  Lord,  and  touch  not  the  unclean  thing"  (2  Cor.  vi.  17). 
In  Ezek.  ix.  1-6,  is  portrayed  their  character,  and  defined  their 
security:  They  "sigh  and  cry  for  all  the  abominations  that  be 
done  "  around  them.  "  A  mark  on  their  foreheads"  secures  them 
from  the  "slaughter  weapon"  in  the  angel's  hand.  "Come  not 
nigh  any  man  on  whom  is  the  mark,"  is  a  word  which  upholds 
them,  in  calmness  and  peace,  in  the  midst  of  all  they  may  be 
called  to  endure  for  their  bold  and  consistent  practical  testimony 
against  evil.  "  Begin  at  the  sanctuary  "  is  a  word  of  solemn  im- 
port to  evangelical  Protestants,  in  the  present  day.  Let  them 
look  well  to  the  character  of  their  associated  efforts  in  the  cause 
of  God,  and  consider  how  far  a  sense  of  the  solemn  responsibility 
resting  on  them,  as  individuals,  may  be  blunted  by  co-operation 
with  others,  whose  consciences  are  not  so  sensitive,  and  whose 
eye  is  not  so  single,  as  their  own. 

Affectionately,  and  with  much  esteem  and  respect,  I  would 
address  these  remarks  to  my  Christian  brethren  in  the  Church 
Education  Society.  If  1  am  right  in  my  positions  and  argu- 
ments in  this  letter,  there  are,  I  conceive,  indications  of  a  danger 
that  some  among  them  may  place  themselves  in  the  wrong  ; 
willing  to  accept  such  a  modification  of  Rules  as  will  enable  them, 
under  the  system,  to  secure  a  sound  Scriptural  education  for  the 
children  of  their  own  schools,  at  the  cost,  however,  of  abandoning 
their  long-sustained  protest  against  the  dishonour  to  God  and 
injustice  to  man  which  I  have  proved  to  be  involved  in  the  unal- 
tered bearing  of  the  System  toward  the  children  in  other  schools. 
Rome,  too,  has  presented  an  ultramontane  aspect  of  hostility  to  the 
System  toward  which  they  have  been  so  long  hostile  themselves. 
Grievous  charges  of  sympathy  therewith  have  been  reiterated 
against  them ;  and,  whilst  honestly  repudiating,  as  they  do,  the  pos- 
sibility of  a  blending  of  these  hostilities  together,  are  symptoms,  I 
would  ask,  altogether  wanting  to  justify  a  misgiving,  that,  in  the 
next  Session  of  Parliament,  the  State,  in  its  unwonted  severance 
from  Popery  in  the  matter  of  National  Education,  may  find  some 
who  have  hitherto  maintained  the  claim  of  God's  Word  to  be  the 
indispensible  basis  of  the  education  of  an  immortal  being,  not 
altogether  proof  against  its  golden  attractions?  To  furnish  a 
safeguard  against  such  an  issue  to  the  present  ferment  of  the 
public  mind  on  this  subject,  I  would  again  direct  attention  to 
the  danger  of  allowing  a  sense  of  individual  responsibility  to  be 
swallowed  up  in  the  vortex  of  associated  movements.  Deviations 
from  strict  principle  may  occur,  without  much  affecting  what  I 
may  be  allowed  to  term  the  corporate  conscience  of  a  society ;  but 
let  each  man  of  God  individualise  himself,  and  stand  isolated  in 
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dis-association  from  others,  before  that  tribunal  to  which  I  have 
sought  to  refer  the  whole  question,  and  he  may  thereby  be  spared 
the  bitter  experience  of  learning,  that  the  altered  relation  of  the 
Society  of  which  he  may  be  a  member,  or  of  the  religious  sect 
to  which  he  may  belong,  toward  a  patronising  Government,  is 
not  consistent  with  "a  conscience  void  of  offence  toward  God 
and  toward  men." 

If  this  letter  should  arrest  the  attention  of  any  Roman  Catho- 
lic, as  I  trust  it  may,  I  would  assure  him,  in  all  sincerity,  that  the 
hand  which  penned  it  has  been  the  minister  of  a  heart  filled  with 
the  most  ardent  longing  for  his  best,  because  his  eternal,  inte- 
rests; and  to  him  I  wrould  say,  as  did  Paul  to  the  Galatian 
Church,  "  Am  I  your  enemy  because  I  tell  you  the  truth?" 

I  remain,  Sir, 

Your  faithful  Servant, 

SOMERSET  R.  MAXWELL. 


Alley  Cottage,  Mount  Nugent, 
February  1,  1860. 


